
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D .  C. 

Appl ica t ion  N o .  11936 of Channel House Limited P a r t n e r s h i p ,  pursuant  
t o  Sec t ion  8207.1 of t h e  Zoning Regula t ions ,  f o r  a var iance  from t h e  
use p rov i s ions  of t h e  R-5-D Zone, t o  permit  a d e n t a l  o f f i c e  ( p a r t  
of 1st f l o o r ) ,  as provided by Sec t ion  8207.11 of t h e  Regulat ions a t  
t h e  premises 8 2 4  New Hampshire Avenue, N .  W . ,  L o t s  3 and 811, Square 
29 .  

HEARING DATE: J u l y  1 6 ,  1975 
D E C I S I O N  DATE: August 6 ,  1975 

F I N D I N G S  O F  FACT: 

1. The s u b j e c t  p rope r ty  i s  l o c a t e d  i n  t h e  R-5-D zone and i s  
p r e s e n t l y  used a s  a h o t e l .  

2 .  The a p p l i c a n t  proposes t o  l o c a t e  a d e n t i s t  o f f i c e  i n  t h e  
h o t e l  on t h e  f i r s t  f l o o r .  This  would e n t a i l  t h e  conversion of two 
( 2 )  ho te l  s u i t e s  from a r e s i d e n t i a l  use  t o  an o f f i c e  use.  

3. A d e n t a l  o f f i c e  i s  n o t  permi t ted  i n  t h e  R-5-D zone. 

4 .  The a p p l i c a n t  t e s t i f i e d  t h a t  t h e  proposed u s e  would n o t  be 
o b j e c t i o n a b l e  t o  t h e  neighborhood, and t h a t  most of h i s  c l i e n t s  
would come f r o m  t h e  neighborhood. 

5. The d e n t i s t  who would use t h e  o f f i c e  on t h e  s u b j e c t  property 
does n o t  r e s i d e  i n  t h e  h o t e l .  

6 .  The a t t o r n e y  f o r  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  s t a t e d  t h a t  no hardship  
w i t h i n  t h e  meaning of the  zoning r e g u l a t i o n s  e x i s t s  t o  t h e  owner of 
t h e  s u b j e c t  proper ty .  

7 .  Opposit ion was r e g i s t e r e d  t o  t h i s  a p p l i c a t i o n  a t  p u b l i c  
hear ing .  

CONCLUSIONS O F  LAW: 

Based upon t h e  above f ind ings  o f  f a c t ,  and t h e  record  of  t h i s  
c a s e ,  t h e  Board i s  of t h e  opin ion  t h a t  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  has  n o t  c a r r i e d  
h i s  burden of proving t h e  e x i s t e n c e  of  a ha rdsh ip  t o  warran t  t h e  
g r a n t i n g  of  a " U s e  Variance" as provided by Sec t ion  8207.11 of t h e  
Regulat ions.  T h e  a p p l i c a n t  f a i l e d  t o  demonstrate  t h a t  t h e  s u b j e c t  
p rope r ty  cannot  be used f o r  i t s  zoned purpose by reason of some 
unique or unusual c i rcumstance r e l a t i n g  t o  t h e  p rope r ty  on t h e  
s t r u c t u r e  thereon.  I n  f a c t ,  evidence of record i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h e  
proposed use  would n e c e s s i t a t e  t h e  conversion of a p o r t i o n  of t h e  
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s u b j e c t  proper ty  from an R-5-D u s e  t o  a n  o f f i c e  use ( S P ) .  

The Board concludes,  t h a t  wi thout  t h e  demonstrat ion of a 
zoning ha rdsh ip  by t h e  owner  of t h e  s u b j e c t  p rope r ty ,  t h e  Zoning 
Regulat ions must  be s t r i c t l y  a p p l i e d ,  and t h a t  f a i l u r e  t o  do so,  
would impair  t h e  meaning and i n t e n t  of t h e  Regulat ions and Map. 

ORDERED: 

That t h e  above a p p l i c a t i o n  be D E N I E D .  

VOTE : 

5-0 

BY ORDER O F  THE D.  C. BOARD O F  ZONING ADJUSTMENT 

ATTESTED By: 
//JAMES E .  MILLER 
k&retary t o  t h e  Board 

FINAL DATE OF ORDER: r l  
5’ 


